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Application No: 10 000 105.6 
Desnamie n* 



1 The examination is being carried out on the following application documents 

Description, Pages 
1-22 as originally filed 



Claims* Numbers 
1-12 as originally fifed 



Drawings, Sheets 
1/15-15/15 as originally filed 



2 Reference is made to the following documents; the numbering will be adhered 
to in the rest of the procedure: 



D1 US 2002/144262 A1 (PLOTNICK MICHAEL A [US] ET AL) 3 

October 2002 {2002-1 0-03) 

D2 WO 99/20045 A2 (KONiNKL PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NV [NL]; 
PHILIPS SVENSKA AB [SE]} 22 April 1 999 (1 999-04-22) 

D3 US 2003/152363 A1 (JEANNIN SYLVIE [US] ET AL) 14 August 
2003 (2003-08-14) 



. 3 It appears that the subject- matter of claims 2, 10 and 11 of the present 
divisional application extends beyond the content of the previous application 
(EP0472541 8) as filed, thus contravening Article 76(1 ) EPC. 

•• Said claims refer to a "message hider "which has been never disclosed by the 
parent application as filed 

Failing to remedy this defect by removing the additional subject-matter would 
lead to the application being refused under Article 97 (2) EPC due to non 
compliance with Article 76(1) EPC. See GL-C-Vi 9.1 .4. 

4 Moreover, the application does not meet the requirements of Article 84 EPC, 
because claim 1 is not clear. Its wording is unnecessarily confusing with 
regard to the claimed "interval" (line 10) comprising another interval "key 
frame interval" ( line 12). 
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5 Furthermore, notwithstanding the above-mentioned Sack or clarity, the 
subject-matter of claims 1, 3-9 and 12 does not involve an inventive step 
within the meaning of Article 58 EPC, and the requirements of Article 52(1) 
EPC are not therefore met 

5,1 Document D1 is considered to be the closest prior art to the subject - matter of 
claim 1, and in so far as this claim can be understood, this document shows 
the following features thereof (the references in parentheses applying to this 
document): 

A method for embedding a message in video content, the method comprising: 

- authoring video content during a video production process, thereby 
producing authored video content, the authoring including: 

- embedding a message (1602,1604,1606, etc) in a plurality of video frames 
(1600) 

(The embedding of the message in the video content is carried out by 
disposing the message video frames at the positions of the key frames. 
Paragraph 207, for instance, teaches the way the message or alternative 
message is embedded into the video stream by identifying and flagging the 
corresponding necessary frames); 

- video encoding the authored video content such that each identified 
individual frame is encoded as a key frame; and 

wherein the message is visible when at least some of the key frames 
comprising the embedded message are played back using trick mode 
playback, and the message is hidden by the non-key frames during non-trick 
mode playback. (See e.g. §63) 



The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore differs from this known method in 
that : 

(a) each frame of the plurality of video frames is associated with time code 
information such that individual frames comprising the embedded message 
are identified by the time code information, the interval between each 
identified individual frame of the plurality of video frames comprising the 
embedded message comprising a key frame interval to be used during video 
encoding of the video content; and in that 

(b) video encoding the authored video content is done according to the time 
code information. 

The problem to be solved by the present invention may therefore be regarded 
as how to identify the frames to be used as key frames for the encoding. 
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The feature of using a time span as basis for identifying frames is described 
in D3 (§39) as providing the same advantages as in the present application, 
D2, as well, discloses a technique for rapidly locate key frames, so that trick 
modes are enabled (see page 8, lines 15-25). 

The skilled person would therefore regard it as a normal option to include 
this feature of D3 or D2 in the method described in D1 in order to solve the 
problem posed. 

The subject-matter of ciaim 1 is therefore not inventive in accordance to articfe 
56 EPC. 

5.2 D1 further discloses: 

- the video content incorporated in a multi- program stream . (fig. 1 3) being 
broadcasted; storing it in a storage medium (paragraphs 63, 91, 
125,139,181,188, 196 or 200); the encoding comprising MPEG (§173); the key 
frame comprising an l-frame and the non-key frame comprising either P- or B- 
frames (§204). The subject-matter of claims 3-6 and 9 is therefore also not 
inventive. 

5.3 Claims 8 and 9 merely refer to generally well known techniques according to 
the standard video production processes, and, therefore they are also not 
inventive. 

5.4 A similar reasoning as the one in point 5.1, can be applied, mutatis mutandis, 
to the subject- matter of corresponding product claim 12, which is therefore 
also considered not inventive under Article 56 EPC. 



6 It is not at present apparent which part of the application could serve as a 
basis for a new, allowable claim. Should the applicant nevertheless regard 
some particular matter as patentable, an independent claim should be filed 
taking account of Rule 43(1) EPC. The applicant should also indicate in the 
letter of reply the difference of the subject-matter of the new claims vis- 
a-vis the state of the art and the significance thereof. 



7 In case the Applicant intends to file a new set of claims he should take into 
consideration the following remarks : 

7.1 When filing amended claims the applicant should at the same time bring the 
description into conformity with the amended claims. Care should be taken 
during revision, especially of the introductory portion and any statements of 
problem or advantage, not to add subject- matter which extends beyond the 
content of the application as originally filed (Article 1 23(2) EPC). 
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7.2 The Applicant is requested to indicate In his repiy where there Is a basis 
tor the amendments in the application as originally filed (Guidelines E~H, 
1). 

7.3 To meet the requirements of Rule 42(1)(b) EPC, the documents D1 to D3 
should be identified in the description and the relevant background art 
disclosed therein should be briefly discussed. 

7.4 New independent claims should be in the two-part form in accordance with 
Rule 43(1) EPC, with those features known in combination from the prior art 
(documents D1 to D3) being placed in the preamble (Rule 43(1 )(a) EPC) and 
with the remaining features being included in the characterising part (Rule 43 
(1 )(b) EPC). 

If, however, the applicant is of the opinion that the two- part form would be 
inappropriate, then reasons therefor should be provided in the letter of reply. 
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